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obstacles it may put in the way of self-determination 
and self-government. 

They fear that the Egyptian delegation, which is to 
deal with Great Britain for broader rights, will be em- 
barrassed in any event by the outbreak, and very seri- 
ously if there is additional trouble. This leads to hope 
that the order which has been restored, partly through 
the influence of native moderates, will be maintained in 
the future through that influence, rather than through 
British military and naval power, and that the way to 
peace and progress, political as well as commercial, may 
be made smoother and more permanent. 



MILITARISTS HAVE BETTER OF FIGHT- 
ING IN CONGRESS 

Both militarists and non-militarists, the latter including 
those moved primarily by considerations of economy, won in 
the skirmishes over the two big military appropriations 
bias — for the Army and for the Navy — but on the whole, 
those voting with the military-minded won oftenest. 

The Army Appropriation bill, as it passed the House, pro- 
vided appropriations of approximately $321,000,000 — about 
the same as the total of the House bill passed in the last 
session, but given a pocket veto by President Wilson. Car- 
rying that amount, the new bill was not regarded as exces- 
sive, conditions being as they are today in world affairs, but, 
on the other hand, the total certainly was not regarded by 
those strongly in favor of curtailment of militarism as a 
victory. 

When it reached the Senate, and the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs had done with it, the total was up to 
$336,000,000, an increase of $15,000,000, after, as some of the 
members of the committee thought, important economies had 
been effected as against estimates from the War Depart- 
ment. The bill was reduced a matter of $2,000,000 when it 
reached the floor of the Senate, passing with a total of ap- 
proximately. $334,000,000, and it was believed that there 
would be little difficulty in reaching agreement in confer- 
ence, as to the differences between the Senate total and the 
House total. 

The fighting in the Senate that brought about that reduc- 
tion of $2,000,000 in the Military Affairs Committee's report 
was regarded, however, by friends of reduction of arma- 
ments as much more encouraging than the mere figures 
would indicate. It marked the success of a fight to reduce 
the size of the Army to 150,000 men, instead of to 170,000, 
as favored by the committee. The enlisted strength is re- 
ported at present as around 215,000 men, so that the reduc- 
tion to 150,000 indicates the sense of the presumably con- 
servative Senate that nearly one-third of the existing Army 
can be dispensed with. And, in the debate, several Senators 
said openly that they would like to see the reduction much 
greater. The sentiment in the Senate for reduction in the 
size of the Army was so strong that the motion to make the 
figure 150,000, instead of 170,000, as favored by Chairman 
Wadsworth and others, was carried in a set test of strength, 
after the Wadsworth following had won on an earlier roll- 
call. 



The vote by which the reduction was accomplished was 
interesting as showing the location of non-militaristic senti- 
ment among the Senators of the majority party. The final 
vote to reduce to 150,000 was carried by 36 to 32. The 36 
votes favoring the Army of 150,000 came from all of the 
Democrats present, except two, Myers, of Montana, and 
Fletcher, of Florida, and from 13 Republicans. The votes 
of the latter, added to those of the Democrats, won the fight. 
It is thought significant by some that everyone of these 13 
Republicans came from a Middle or Far Western State. 

The vote in detail follows : 

Fob 170,000 Men— 32. 





Republicans — 30. 




Ball, 


Hale, 


Phipps, 


Brandegee, 


Kellogg, 


Poindexter, 


Bursum. 


Keyes, 


Shortridge, 


Cameron, 


Knox, 


Spencer, 


Cummins, 


Lenroot, 


Sterling, 


Curtis, 


Lodge, 


Sutherland, 


Dillingham, 


McCormick, 


Wadsworth, 


Elkins, 


McKinley, 


Warren, 


Fernald, 


Nelson, 


Watson (Ind.), 


Frelinghuysen, 


Nicholson, 
Democrats — 2. 


Weller. 


Fletcher, 


Myers. 
Fob 150,000 Men— 36. 
Republicans — 13. 




Borah, 


Kenyon, 


Stanfield, 


Capper, 


Ladd, 


Townsend, 


Gooding, 


La Follette, 


Willis. 


Harreld, 


McNary, 




Jones (Wash.), 


Norris, 
Democrats— 23. 




Ashurst, 


King, 


Swanson, 


Broussard, 


Overman, 


Trammell, 


Dial, 


Pomerene, 


Underwood, 


Gerry, 


Reed, 


Walsh (Mont.), 


Harris, 


Sheppard, 


Watson (Ga.), 


Harrison, 


Simmons, 


Williams, 


Jones (N. M.), 
Kendrick, 


Smith, 
Stanley, 


Wolcott. 



The outcome of the fighting in the two branches over the 
Naval Appropriations bill caused much more feeling be- 
tween the leaders of the two houses. The House passed a 
bill carrying $396,000,000, approximately the same as the 
total of the bill passed by the House in the last session, 
which failed of enactment in the Senate, owing to opposition 
of Senator Borah and others to large Senate additions. As 
the new bill passed the Senate, after being subjected to 
severe attacks by Senators Borah, Lenroot, King, and others, 
it carried appropriations for approximately $494,000,000 — 
very nearly an increase of $100,000,000, or 25 per cent. 

Every indication is that strenuous fighting will occur in 
conference on this bill. In the Senate is a powerful influ- 
ence which believes that the Navy is the first and all-im- 
portant line of defense for the United States at this time, 
and that it must be pushed and pushed forward. In the 
House is a widespreadl feeling that the time has come to 
slow down, at least, in building. That feeling is reinforced 
by the calls for economy. And, as members of the House 
will all go to the people in a little more than one year, 
while only one-third of the Senate will go at the same time, 
many members of the House are disposed to insist strongly 
upon what they believe to be the popular position. 



